Energy Institute Workshop

May 10™ and 11™, Seattle, Washington
SPEAKER or SESSION EVALUATIONS

SESSION/SPEAKER: Nancy Hirsh

Please provide your evaluation of the speaker/session content by circling the appropriate
rating. You may add additional comments on the front or on the back of this form, as desired,
to help the speakers improve their presentations for future conferences.

RATINGS: 1=STRONGLY DISAGREE

2=DISAGREE 3=NEUTRAL 4=AGREE 5=STRONGLY AGREE

PRESENTER—CONTENT EVALUATION COMMENTS (if any):

(Circle One)

1. PRESENTER DEMONSTRATED | |5 | 5|4 |s

MASTERY OF THE TOPIC

2. LEARNING OBJECTIVE WAS

COMPLETELY ADDRESSED 112|345

3. PRESENTATION BROADENED

OR CHALLENGED MY KNOWLEDGE | 1 |2 |3 |4 |5

4. CONTENT HAD SUBSTANCE; olslals

WAS NOT SUPERFICIAL

5. PRESENTATION WAS RELEVANT | . |, | 5|, | &

TO MY WORK

6. PRESENTATION WAS CLEAR olslals

AND TO THE POINT

7. CONTENT WAS CURRENT 112|345

8. | GAINED NEW WORK-RELATED

INSIGHTS 11213415

9. DIFFICULTY LEVEL WAS alslals

APPROPRIATE TO THE AUDIENCE

10. METHOD OF PRESENTATION | 1 |, | 5| 415

HELD MY ATTENTION

11. PRESENTER WAS RESPONSIVE | 1 |, | 5| 415

TO ALL PARTICIPANTS

ANY OTHER COMMENTS? (PLEASE use back of evaluation form if you wish)
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